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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

2. Claims 11, 13-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter for the following limitations: A computer program 
product for providing access to a software application comprised of an application core and 
version-specific functionality, the computer program product being tangibly embodied in an 
information carrier, the computer program product being operable to cause a machine to: 
enable access to the application core. On page 19 of the specification discloses, a computer 
program can be written in any form of a programming language. Also, on page 19, discloses a 
computer program product that is tangibly embodied in a propagated signal for execution. A 
signal is merely software, a computer program product embodied on a propagated signal, is 
software that is stored on software. Software is non-statutory under 101 . Correction is required; 
the Applicant must amend specification in order to take out a propagated signal. Further, the 
Applicant must amend the specification, to overcome 101, for a "computer program product". 
Which is merely software that is claimed. An example of how the Applicant can amend is that, 
" a computer program product that is executed within a computer for providing access ". . . . 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an apphcation for patent, pubhshed imder section 122(b), by another tiled 
in the United States before the invention by the apphcant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the EngUsh language. 

4. Claims 1, 3-9, 11, 13-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Delgado et al(2005/0066324). 

5. As per claims 1,11, Delgado et al. discloses a method of providing access to a software 
application of an application core[i.e. primary portion, 0008-0009] and version-specific 
functionality [00 10, 0037] including: enabling access to the application core; determining a 
version of the software appUcation[0023, 0027]; and providing a module link that corresponds to 
the version[0025], and authenticating the module link by verifying against code that is unique to 
a user[0125, 0183] the module link for enabling access to the version-specific 

functionality [0025, 0037], wherein the application core comprises software that is common 
across multiple versions of the application[0023], and the version-specific fiinctionality 
comprises functionality that is specific to the version of the software application[0037]. 

6. As per claims 3, 13, Delgado discloses encrypting the module link before providing the 
module link[0080]. 

8. As per claims 4, 14, Delgado discloses wherein the module link is encrypted with a 
public key that corresponds to a user of the software application[0047, 0080-0081]. 
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9. As per claims 5,15, Delgado discloses receiving the public key used for encrypting the 
module link[0047]. 

10. As per claims 6, 16, Delgado discloses wherein the module link enables access to the 
version-specific functionality by referencing the version specific functionality [0025, 0037]. 

11. As per claims 7, 17, Delgado discloses wherein the module link enables access to the 
version-specific functionality by downloading the version-specific functionality and 
incorporating the version-specific module into the application core[0010, 0025-0026]. 

12. As per claims 8, 18, Delgado discloses wherein the module link comprises configuration 
settings for the application core[0023, 0025]. 

13. As per claims 9, 19, Delgado discloses receiving identification information(i.e. product 
key) that corresponds to a user of the software application; wherein the version of the software 
application is determined using the identification information[0025]. 

14. Claim 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Doty 
JR(2003/0 152904). 

15. As per claim 21, Doty discloses a first system to provide course content; a second system 
to provide a content player that presents the course content; and a third system to identify a 
version of the content player that is to present the course content, and to provide a module link 
for use with the content player, the module link for accessing functionality associated with the 
version of the content player that is to present the course content[0125, 0085], wherein the 
content player includes software that is common across multiple versions of the content player, 
the version includes one of the multiple versions, and the module link is authenticated by a code 
that is unique to a user for accessing functionality that is specific to the version of the content 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

16. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinaiy skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

17. Claims 10, 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Delgado(2005/0066324) in view of Eck et al. (2005/0014121). 

18. As per claims 10, 20, Delgado does not disclose wherein the software application 
comprises a content player in an electronic leaming system and the version-specific functionality 
corresponds to at least one of an online content player, an authoring environment content player, 
and an offline content player. However, Eck et al discloses the software application comprises a 
content player in an electronic leaming system and the version-specific functionality corresponds 
to at least one of an online content player, an authoring environment content player, and an 
offline content player[0080, 0084-0085]. It would have obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to include an electronic leaming system that includes a content player, the motivation is that, the 
content player is used to obtain course material from the content repository [0080 of Eck]. Thus, 
providing different versions of the content player allows a user more diversity in how the user 
can access the information. 

2. 19. Claims 23-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Doty Jr(2003/0 152904) in view of Eck et al. (2005/0014121). 
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20. As per claim 23, Doty Jr. is silent on wherein the first system comprises a master 
repository that stores the course content. Eck discloses wherein the first system comprises a 
master repository that stores the course content[0080]. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include a master repository that stores the 
course content of Eck with Doty Jr, the motivation is that content repository stores course files 
that are used to present a course to a user at the learning station[0080 of Eck]. 

21 . Same Motivation as above. As per claim 24, Eck discloses wherein the content player 
accesses the content from the master repository[0081, 0085]. 

22. Same Motivation as above. As per claim 25, Eck discloses wherein the content player is 
provided to a local computer, the local computer having access to a local repository of course 
content[0082]. 

23. Same Motivation as above. As per claim 26, Eck discloses wherein the content player 
accesses the content from the local repository[0081]. 

24. Claims 27-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Doty 
Jr(2003/0152904) in view of Delgado(2005/0066324). 

25. As per claim 27, Doty does not disclose wherein the third system encrypts the module 
link before providing the module link. Delgado discloses wherein the third system encrypts the 
module link before providing the module link[0080]. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to include encrypting the module link of Delgado with Doty, the 
motivation is that encrypting is a more secure method of protecting the module link from being 
viewed by unauthorized users. 

26. Same Motivation as above. As per claim 28, Delgado discloses wherein the third system 
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encrypts the module link with a public key that corresponds to a user of the software 
application[0047, 0080-0081]. 



Response to Applicant 



27. The Applicant amended claims 1, 11, 21 on 7/21/08. An after-final rejection was mailed 
on 8/15/08. In response to the after-final rejection the Applicant filed a Request for 
Consideration. 

28. The Applicant states that Delgado does not disclose authenticating the module link by 
verifying against a code that is unique to a user. The Examiner disagrees with the Applicant. 
Delgado discloses the installer includes an installation module that extracts from the storage 
medium and installs on the computer system the code associated with the version of 
software[0026]. Delgado discloses the received information may be encoded such that only a 
specific installer may be able to access and decrypt the information[0080]. 

29. The Applicant states that Doty does not disclose a module link that corresponds to the 
version of the content player, and the module link is authenticated by a code that is unique to a 
user for accessing functionality that is specific to the version of the content player that is to 
present the course content. The Examiner disagrees with the Applicant. Doty discloses a system 
can typically have different versions and modules and a system has a unique DS, ID, and set of 
branding, as well as independent versions of any/all modules [01 25]. Doty discloses client is 
ensured using SSL's Message Authentication Code (MAC). This feature encompasses the entire 
transaction engine and is designed for the highest level of security with SSL. Dynamic HTML 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/698, 1 08 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2139 

pages are generated after processing server side ASP files and interaction with the structured 
query language (SQL) database ensuring proper validations[0183]. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JENISE E. JACKSON whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3791 . The examiner can normally be reached on Increased Flex time, but generally in the office 
M-Fri(8-4:30).. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an appUcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/J. E. J./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2139 
September 18, 2008 
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/Kristine Kincaid/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2139 



